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eluded by asking that their arrears of pay might be satisfied,
that the 'good old cause' should be reasserted in unmistakable
terms, and that freedom of worship, "of late much violated',
might again be vindicated.1 This petition was but one among
many signs that the army could no longer resist the temptation
to intervene in public affairs. The next step of their leaders was
an attempt to get the army council to impose a test that each
member of the army and of the council of state should pass—
namely, that he should swear that he conscientiously believed
that the execution of Charles I was lawful and just. This pro-
posal was defeated for the moment, but showed clearly which
way the wind was blowing.
Events were also moving towards a crisis in parliament.
Apparently members were unwilling any longer to continue to
sit under the shadow of military intervention. Therefore they
passed two resolutions of the first importance: that during
parliamentary sessions there should be no general council or
meeting of the officers of the army without the permission of
the protector and both houses, and that no officer should retain
his post unless he were willing to promise not to disturb the
meeting of parliament. When the protector communicated
these resolutions to the army officers, they refused to disband.
On the contrary they demanded that he should dissolve parlia-
ment. Matters came to a head when Fleetwood, the most pro-
minent among the army leaders at that time, was ordered to
come to Whitehall but refused. Instead, he summoned a general
rendezvous of the army at St. James's, while Richard appointed
a counter-rendezvous at Whitehall. When the vast majority of
the soldiers obeyed Fleetwood rather than Richard, it was clear
that he had no option but to submit to the terms of the army.
Eventually his resolution gave way to the threats the officers
uttered, and parliament was dissolved on 22 April. To all
intents and purposes the protectorate was at an end. The
country was nominally ruled in Richard's name until 7 May,
when the remnant of the Long Parliament (the Rump) was
restored. But he had no part or lot in the government, and on
25 May accepted the re-establishment of the commonwealth,
an act that may be regarded as his formal abdication*
The fall of the protectorate was due to many reasons, some
personal, some general. Richard's inexperience and weakness,
1 Old Parliamentary History > xxi. 340-5.

